IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE THIRTEENTH JU 
LASALLE COUNTY, OTTAWA, ILLIN< 


KEVIN ROY KRAMER, ) 

) 

Petitioner, ) 

) 

v - ) 

) 

JULIA C. EICKMEIER, ) 

) 

Respondent. ) 



REPLY TO RESPONDENT’S RESPONSE TO 

MOTION FOR RULE 215 EXAMINATION 


NOW COMES the Petitioner, KEVIN ROY KRAMER, by his attorneys, Aplington, 

Kaufman, McClintock, Steele & Barry, Ltd., Robert B. Steele of counsel, and for his Reply 
to Respondent’s, JULIA C.. EICKMEIER, Response to Petitioner’s Motion for Rule 215 
Examination states as follows: 

1. Illinois Supreme Court Rule 215 (a copy of which is attached hereto as “Exhibit 
A") states: 

“In any action in which the physical or mental condition of a party or of a person in 
the party's custody or legal control is in controversy, the court upon notice and on 
motion made within a reasonable time before the trial, may order such party to submit 
to a physical or mental examination by a licensed professional in a discipline related 
to the physical or mental condition which is involved.” III. S. Ct. R. 215(a) (eff. Mar. 

28, 2011). 

2. Effective January 1, 1996, Rule 215 was revised to eliminate the requirement 
that “good cause” be shown prior to granting an examination. See Exhibit A, Committee 
Comments. Accordingly, a movant need not show any cause, much less good cause, exists 
prior to requesting a Rule 215 examination. 

3. Respondent cites Thompson v. Palos Community Hospital, 254 lll.App.3d 836 T 

(1st Dist. 1993) for the proposition that good cause must be shown prior to a court ordering 


C r ra n r> 








an examination. However, the Thompson case was decided on September 29, 1993 - over 
two years prior to the above-mentioned revision to Rule 215. As such, its analysis of good 
cause no longer has any bearing on the request for a Rule 215 examination. 

4. Assuming, arguendo, that good cause need be shown, case law supports the 
granting of Petitioner’s Motion filed herein. Since the welfare and best interests of the child 
are compelling and paramount, the physical and mental condition of both parents is a 
material issue in custody cases. Marcus v. Marcus, 24 lll.App.3d 401,406 (1st Dist. 1974). 
Further, in a custody case where there is an allegation that the minor child was sexually 
abused by one of the parents, the physical and mental condition of the child and both parents 
is a material issue. See IRMO Cohen, 189 lll.App.3d 418, 423 (1st Dist. 1989). 

WHEREFORE, Petitioner, KEVIN ROY KRAMER, respectfully requests that his 
Motion for Rule 215 Examination be granted. 


KEVIN ROY KRAMER, 



ROBERT B. STEELE 


One of His Attorneys 


Robert B. Steele, #2712407 
APUNGTON, KAUFMAN, McCLINTOCK, 
STEELE & BARRY, LTD. 

160 Marquette Street, PO Box 517 

LaSalle, IL 61301 

Phone: (815) 224-3200 

Fax: (815) 224-3205 

Email: robert.steele@akmsb.com 
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